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AppLNo. 09/627,254 :/ • 

AmdL dated April 22, 2004 , i 

RCE and Amendment in reply to Office Action of October 21, 2f|$l 

Remarks/Arguments ■■; 



Claims 1 -24 are pending in the application, and claims l-fflBKave been rejected. Claims 1 , 
5, 17 and 20 have been amended. No new matter has been added* \ 



Responsive to the rejection of claims 1-4 under 35 U.S:^|03(a) as being unpatentable 
over US. Patent No. 5,826,198 to Bergins et al. ("Bergins"), in-ifS^-of U.S. Patent No. 
6,366,787 to Iwamoto ("Iwamoto"), Applicants submit that the examination of Bergins and 
Iwamoto does not disclose, teach or suggest every element of am^fed claim 1 . The references, 
neither individually nor in combination, disclose, teach or sugg^a^adio system that includes ail 
of the recitations of Applicants' amended claim 1 , specifically a <£©^munication port including a 
controller for communicating transmission signals to the radio s^tem including signals having 
information about the status of a communication connection bet$dm the personal digital 
assistant and the cellular phone through the modem, and softwai£;|c>r the controller including 
both instructions for determining the status of the communicatioHycSjnnection between the 
personal digital assistant and the cellular phone and instmction&?sfo| displaying the status of the 
communication connection on the display of the radio. . :\ 

' • K 
'• '. • ■* 

Examiner, citing column 4, lines 33-44, argues that Berg&fe Reaches control processor 34 
for communicating transmission signals to a radio including sig^fe : |having information about the 
status of a communication connection between DTE interface 32t^w transceiver 40. Examiner 
also cites both column 4 7 lines 45-67 and column 6, lines 13^3*-&&§ectjvely, in arguing that 
software for control processor/signal processor/transceiver contrQ}^34, 36, 42 includes both 
instructions for determining the status of the communication coii|fe^Bon and for displaying the 
status of the communication connection on display 22. * 

Applicants disagree. Column 4, lines 33-44 simply teac&ilt^ transceiver 10 includes 
DTE interface 32 and that DTE interface 32 passes data to controi;^|ocessor 34. (Bergins, 
column 4, lines 31-42). Bergins does not teach that control proo#M*r 34 communicates 
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transmission signals to a radio including signals having infonn^fw lbout the status of a 
communication connection between DTE interface 32 and transe^efr 40. 

Column 4, lines 45-67 of Bergins further teach that conti^^|bcessor 34 includes control 
lines 33(a), 33(b), which are connected to the interface between $j^fay 22 of cellular phone 
handset 20 and controller 42 of transceiver 40, as well as connected h the interface between 
keypad 24 of handset 20 and controller 42 of transceiver 40. (B^n$s, column 4, lines 45-48). 
Bergins also teaches that control line 33(a) allows control proces^rf 4 to emulate keypad 24 as 
seen by transceiver controller 42, and control line 33(b) allows cqb*A>! processor 34 to see the 
messages which would otherwise be displayed on display 22 by ti^ceiver 42. (Bergins, 
column 4, lines 49-55). In accordance with the above-cited poitiqfcskrf Bergins, the only system 
taught by Bergins is one in which transmission signals containii^Sri|brmation about the status of 
a communication connection between handset 20 and transceivwM& are communicated. 
Applicants are not aware of any portion of Bergins that discIoses^Sebches or suggests a system 
that is capable of communicating transmission signals to the radi& that include signals having 
information about the status of a communication connection bet$e£n a personal digital assistant 
and a cellular phone through a modem. ^ 

As stated above, Examiner cites column 6, lines 1 3-33 ihfarj|aing that Bergins teaches 
software for control processor/signal processor/transceiver contr^ile* 34, 36 r 42 that includes 
instructions for displaying the status of the communication con»e£iaj>n between a personal digital 
assistant and a cellular phone on the display of a radio. However|Bfcrgin$ only teaches that the 
signal strength of transceiver 40 is both provided by controller 4#fo£display 22 and provided by 
control line 33(a) to control processor 34. (Bergins, column 6/li$^13-16), As such, this cited 
portion of Bergins does not teach instructions for displaying the sfetjjis of a communication 
connection between a personal digital assistant and a cellular pB&rfe through a modem. At best, 
this section only teaches that the status of a communication connection between handset 20 and 
transceiver 40 may be displayed. This teaching is consistent wit&^plicants' above argument 
that Bergins does not disclose, teach or suggest a radio system c^aSle of communicating 
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transmission signals to a radio that includes signals having infoii%ii|»n about the status of a 
communication connection between a personal digital assistanl : $&$a cellular phone through a 
modem. 

Iwamoto teaches a cellular telephone which permits dire^^c^ 1116 ^ 2 ^ 011 to ^ information 
processing apparatus for data communications. Referring to Fig^e'l, serial data communication 
connection unit 1 5 is connected to a serial interface connector of ^flrmation processing 
apparatus 20 via a cable and is responsible for signal transmissioifiMfception between digital 
cellular telephone 10 and information processing apparatus 20. (^^noto, column 1 0, lines 55- 
59). Iwamoto does not disclose, teach or suggest a system capaHej^ communicating 
transmission signals to a radio that includes signals having infom&fcjon about the status of a 
communication connection between a personal digital assistant'&^a cellular phone through a 
modem. Indeed, as stated in Iwamoto, it was an object of the Iw3^$to invention to provide 
cellular telephone 10 permitting the direct connection to infoOTa$j&& processing apparatus 20 for 
data communications. (Iwamoto, column 1> line 66 - column 2JBjj$ 2). Accordingly, Iwamoto 
does not teach or suggest providing a communication connectioil&csfween information 
processing apparatus 20 and cellular telephone 10 through a mcM&ml 

.1.;, .'& 

Claims 2, 3 and 4 either directly or indirectly depend frc^kfeended claim 1 and, as 
described above, the combination of Bergins and Iwamoto does i^llisclose, teach or suggest all 
of the recitations of the radio system of Applicants' amended dsditl. Therefore, Applicants 
submit that dependent claims 2, 3 and 4 are distinguishable over ||se|cited prior art. 

Responsive to the rejection of claims 17 and 18 under JS^&C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bergins in view of Iwamoto, Applicants subro^jiat the combination of 
Bergins and Iwamoto does not disclose, teach or suggest every sfifa.hf amended claim 17. As . 
explained above, Applicants are not aware of any portion of dtf^ri'&rgins or Iwamoto that 
discloses, teaches or suggests a method including a step of dctee$&£ng the status of a 
communication connection between a personal digital assistant mu^a cellular phone through a 
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modem and displaying the status of the communication connectio^^tweew the personal digital 
assistant and the cellular phone on the display of the radio. \. .J 

Claim 18 directly depends from amended claim 17. Bec&l^tamended claim 17 includes 
steps not taught by the combination of the cited prior art references^ Applicants submit that 
dependent claim 18 is also distinguishable over the cited prior artr : j 

... ; t 

Regarding the rejection of claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. 103^^1 being unpatentable over 
Bergins in view of Iwamoto, Applicants submit that the combinafcjfeifof Bergins and Iwamoto 
does not disclose, teach or suggest every element of amended cte8& - 20. Applicants are not 
aware of any portion of either Bergins or Iwamoto that discloses* IS&fches or suggests a radio 
system including 1) a communication port including a controHei^ei|communicatjng 
transmission signals to the radio including signals having informsajift^ about the status of a 
communication connection between a personal digital assistant i^U^t cellular phone through a 
modem y and 2) software for the controller including instructions ^r ; |etermining the status of the 
communication connection from the communication port. : "? 

Claims 21, 22, 23 and 24 either directly or indirectly dep^&JSrom claim 20. Because 
amended claim 20 includes recitations not taught by the combinaiS&| of the cited prior art 
references, Applicants submit that dependent claims 21, 22, 23 mi$m are also distinguishable 
over the cited prior art. i: 

Responsive to the rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. l^i^a) as being unpatentable 
over Bergins and Iwamoto as applied to claim 1 8 and further in -*|e^of U.S. Patent No. 
6,266,539 to Pardo ("Pardo"), the combination of Bergins and Iwltolto does not disclose, teach 
or suggest every recitation of Applicants* amended claim 17/from&$iich claim 19 indirectly 
depends. Accordingly, Applicants submit that depended claim l$$sfiistingui$hable over the 
cited prior art. 
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Responsive to the rejection of claim 5 as being unpatentaew lender 35 U.S*C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over US, Patent No. 5,71 1,012 to Bottoms et4& ^'Bottoms"), in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,898,920 to Jacobs ("Jacobs"), and further in view of ^fiBo, Applicants submit that 
the combination of Bottoms, Jacobs and Pardo does not meet all w/ti^e steps of claim 5 7 namely 
the steps of determining the existence of a computer connecti^i^r the transfer of data 
between the personal digital assistant and the cellular phone th^^h a modem and of 
displaying the status of the communication connection between tf&jfersonal digital assistant and 
the cellular phone on the display of the radio, as provided abovet ^Jkpplicants. 

Bottoms teaches modem 100 and cellular telephone 200;$|g§ 1). Pardo teaches PDA 125 
(Fig. 12), and Jacobs teaches cellular telephone 10 J, PDA 102 a^jnlodem 103. Applicants, 
however, are not aware of any of these references, either alone ©recombination, disclosing, 
teaching or suggesting the steps of 1) determining the status of^ife^jnputer connection for the 
transfer of data between the personal digital assistant and the ceHiilar phone, and 2) displaying 
the status of the communication connection between the personalifijpta] assistant and the cellular 
phone on the display of the radio. For these reasons, Applicants ^ttfepiit that amended claim 5 is 
distinguishable over the cited prior art. \ 

Responsive to the rejection of claims 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12$!|> 14, 15 and 16 as being 
unpatentable over Bottoms in view of Jacobs and further in view^qi^ardo, Applicants submit 
that each of these claims depend either directly or indirectly fronflifllkpendent claim 5 and 
incorporate the recitations of claim 5. Because the combinationxptpese references do not 
disclose, teach or suggest every step of amended claim 5 f as descH$|d above, Applicants submit 
that claims 6-16 are distinguishable over the cited prior art. ; £ 

For all of the above reasons, Applicants submit that clain^||4 5 17, 1 8 and 20-24 are not 

disclosed, taught or suggested by the combination of Bergins andlf&lamoto, that claim 19 is not 

* . >, 

disclosed, taught or suggested by the combination of Bergins, hy&m&to and Pardo, and that 
claims 5-16 are not disclosed, taught or suggested by the comlriii^^ of Bottoms, Jacobs and 
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Pardo, thereby placing the application in condition for allowance t^pplicants respectfully 
request allowance thereof 

Should any questions concerning any of the foregoing a^i^xaminer is invited to 
telephone the undersigned at (3 1 7) 237- 1 1 84, { : \ 

Applicants have filed a Petition for Extension of Time c0&&$nrently herewith. In the 
event that Applicants have overlooked the need for an additionalfek^nsion of time, payment of 
fee, or additional payment of fee, Applicants hereby conditional^^tion therefore and 
authorize that any charges be made to Deposit Account No. 02^9$; BAKER & DANIELS. 



KAH/jk 

BAKER & DANIELS 
300 North Meridian Street 
Suite 2700 

Indianapolis, IN 46204 
Telephone; (317)237-1184 
Fax: (317)237-1000 

Erics. Return postcard 

Check for $770.00 




ly submitted, 



Howell 
on No, 53,039 
for Applicants 



CBftlfEICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby ^e^j^ that this correspondence i$ being 
deposited with th^Smfcd States Postal Service as first class 
mail in an enveloj^*ol|re$sed to: Commissioner for Patents 
Box RCE, P. O. Kgtfi&O, Washington, D.C 20231, on: 
April 22, 2004. ; I 

Kare^m^ Howell. Reg. No. 53.039 
Nanj^Sfregistereci representative 
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